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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . The instant application having Application No. 1 0/732982 has a total of 37 claims 
pending in the application; there are 1 1 independent claims and 26 dependent claims, 
all of which are ready for examination by the examiner. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. The applicant's oath/declaration has been reviewed by the examiner and is found 
to conform to the requirements prescribed in 37 C.F.R. 1.63. 

Priority 

3. As required by M.P.EP. 201.14(c), acknowledgement is made of applicants 
claim for priority based on applications filed on 12/1 1/2003. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. As required by M.P.E.P. 609(C), the applicant's submissions of the Information 
Disclosure Statements dated 12/1 1/2003 is acknowledged by the examiner and the 
cited references have been considered in the examination of the claims now pending. 
As required by M.P.E.P 609 C (2), a copy of the PTOL-1449 initialed and dated by the 
examiner is attached to the instant office action. 
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Title 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim(s) 1, 4-6, 8-10, 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ashley Patent No. (US 6,909,992 B2) and further in view of Van Der 
Meijs Pub. No. (US 2002/0122204 A1). 

Ashley teaches all of the claimed limitations and further teaches a computer 
medium storing processor executable components and processor readable data that 
configuring an image forming device to process alerts (a computer system that has 
various types of computing devices including servers, storage systems processor and 
memory Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 22, Line 35; FIG. 10) 
comprising data store configured to store an address of one or more of, a configuration 
server, a posting server, and a communication server (system configuration data is 
stored on various physical storage locations also databases storage to store information 
Col. 4, line 66; Col. 5, Line 11) and further teaches a setup logic configured to 
comnr\unicate a setup data for configuring one or more of, the image forming device, 
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and the configuration server (configuration server that organize data according to a 
setup logic configuration of data that correspond to a particular computer Col. 3, Line 
39; Col. 4, line 64; FIG. 8), where the setup data is communicated between the image 
forming device and the configuration server (communications between the system 
configuration data and the configuration server Col. 12, line 56) whose address is stored 
in the data store (databases storage to store information Col. 5, Line 11); also teaches a 
configuration logic configured to automatically configure the image forming device to 
process alerts (a configuration logic to automatically generate an alert for component 
replacement Col. 1, Line 61; Col. 2, line 19; Col. 24, Line 34; FIG. 10) handled by one or 
more of, the image forming device, the posting server, and the communication server 
based (See details of FIG. 8-10, 12), at least in part, on the setup data but does not 
teach the specifics of configuring an image forming device. However Van Der Meijs 
does not teaches a process readable data or a processor and a control unit that store 
the parameters for configuring a printer or an image-forming device. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Ashley by the teaching of Van Der Meijs 
et al EJecause to a processor can execute data in any computer program that is has a 
set on instructions provided to communicate within a computer device. It is not 
necessary to have the processor read data from an image-forming device only. It 
depends on the system implemented in. 

* As per claim 4, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed limitations 
above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 1 , including 
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processor executable components and processor readable data (a computer accessible 
medium having a processor that executes instructions and a memory to read data from 
Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 4, Line 22) of a posting logic configured to selectively communicate 
a posting data for communicating information associated with an alert between the 
image forming device and the posting server based (server communication and central 
processing unit is relied upon to communicate data from one component to another Col. 
3, Line 57; Col. 14, Line 27; client to server communication Col. 10, line 13) , at least in 
part, on the setup data, where the address of the posting server is stored in the data 
store. 

As per claim 5, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed limitations 
abovQ and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 1, where the 
configuration logic (Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 22, Line 35; FIG. 
1 0) is further configured to: 

select a posting server with which a posting data for communicating information 
associated with the alert will be communicated and automatically configuring the image 
forming device to post the posting data to the posting server (customer configuration 
server to upload data for customers and automatically generate alerts regarding 
components Col. 4, line 25; Col. 6, Line 50; Col. 10, Line 54; FIG. 4, 5); and 

* select a communication server to distribute an electronic communication 
associated with the posting data (application server configured to support a specific 
protocol for server communication that sent email addresses of users Col. 14, Line 27; 

Col. 14, line 61) and to automatically configure the image forming device to direct the 

* 
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posting server to utilize the communication server to distribute the electronic 
communication (configuration server automatically email explorer to the requesting 
customers Col. 8, line 20; Col. 17, line 28) 

As per claim 6, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 5, 
where the configuration logic is further configured to associate the alert with a device 
event (a configuration logic that generates an alert about a component due for 
replacement Col. 1 , Line 60; Col. 24, Line 40; FIG. 10) 

, As per claim 8, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed limitations 
above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 5, where the 
posting data includes one or more of, an alert type, an alert data, a set of alert recipient 
identifiers (the alert maybe a call, a message, a fax, or some other type of alert Col. 24, 
Line 37) an image forming device address, a posting server address (application server 
configured to support a specific protocol for server communication that sent email 
addresses of users Col. 14, Line 27; Col. 14, line 61), and a posting acknowledgment (a 
notification receipt of a part order number associated with a replacement component 
Col. 2\ Line 45). 

As per claim 9, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed limitations 
above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 5, where the 
posting data includes one or more of, an alert type, an alert data, a set of alert recipient 
identifiers (the alert maybe a call, a message, a fax, or some other type of alert Col. 24, 
Line 37), an image forming device address, and a posting acknowledgment (a 
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notification receipt of a part order number associated with a replacement component 
Col. 2, Line 45). 

v As per claim 10, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 1 , 
including processor executable components and processor readable data (various types 
of computing devices including servers, routers, processors and memory Col. 3, Line 
52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 22, Line 35; FIG. 10), of a user interface logic 
configured to facilitate communicating configuration information between a user and the 
system ( a tools interface and input interface that allow various service personal to 
interact with customers Col. 9, Line 35; Col. 3, Line 59; FIG. 5) 

% As per claim 17, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach the computer-readable medium of claim 12 
including processor executable components and processor readable data of a query 
logic configured to query the image forming device for non-alert posting data (customer 
configuration server configured to query databases for system configuration in response 
to receiving a personal request Col. 5, Line 35; Col. 17, Line 27). 

As per claim 18, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach a system that facilitates configuring an image 
forming device to process alerts (a computer system that has various types of 
computing devices including servers, storage systems, switches, routers, processor and 
memory Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 22, Line 35; FIG. 10), 
comprising: 
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■ an enabled image forming device that includes an alert configuration logic 
configured to automatically configure the image forming device (a count down monitor 
configured to automatically generate an alert to users about lifetime of certain 
component Col. 1 , Line 60; Col. 2, Line 7; FIG. 9); and 

a configuration server that includes a configuration logic (configuration server 
that organize data according to a setup logic configuration of data Col. 3, Line 39; Col. 
4, line 64; FIG. 8) that facilitates automatically configuring the image forming device to 
process alerts (a configuration logic to automatically generate an alert for component 
replacement Col. 1, Line 61; Col. 2, line 19; Col. 24, Line 34; FIG. 10). 

As per claim 20, Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach the system of claim 18, where the alert 
configuration logic (a configuration logic to automatically generate an alert for 
component replacement Col. 1, Line 61; Col. 2, line 19; Col. 24, Line 34; FIG. 10) 
comprises: 

an image forming device memory configured to store an address of one or more 
of (a computer system that has various types of computing devices including servers, 
storage systems, processor and memory Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; 
Col. 22, Line 35; FIG. 10), a configuration server, a posting server, and a 
communication server; 

an image forming device setup logic configured to communicate a setup data 
(configuration server that organize data according to a setup logic configuration of data 
that correspond to a particular computer Col. 3, Line 39; Col. 4, line 64; FIG. 8) for 
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configuring one or more of, the image forming device, and the configuration server 
between the image forming device and the configuration server (communications 
between the system configuration data and the configuration server Col. 12, line 56); 
and 

an image forming device configuration logic configured to automatically configure 
the image forming device to process alerts (a configuration logic to automatically 
generate an alert for component replacement Col. 1, Line 61; Col. 2, line 19; Col. 24, 
Line 34; FIG. 10) based, at least in part, on the setup data. 

As per claim 21 , Both Ashley and Van Der Meijs teach all of the claimed 
limitations above and Ashley further teach the system of claim 20, where the 
configuration logic includes: 

a configuration server setup logic configured to communicate the setup data with 
the image forming device (customer configuration server communicates with the system 
configuration data for components statues Col. 12, Line 56; Col. 9, Line 48) ; 

a configuration server selection logic configured to select a communication 
server to provide an electronic communication distribution service for the image forming 
device (application server configured to support a specific protocol for server 
communication that sent email addresses of users Col. 14, Line 27; Col. 14, line 61) 
and to select a posting server to provide an alert posting service for the image forming 
device based, at least in part, on the setup data (customer configuration server to 
upload data for customers and automatically generate alerts regarding components Col. 
4, line 25; Col. 6, Line 50; Col. 10, Line 54); 
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a configuration server translation logic configured to receive a posting data for 
communicating information associated with the alert and to generate an electronic 
communication based, at least in part, on the posting data (a database table that has a 
conversion procedure to determine the lifetime of the component Col. 24, Line 26) ; and 

a configuration server communication logic configured to communicate the 
electronic communication to the communication server (server communication and 
central processing unit is relied upon to communicate data from one component to 
another Col. 3, Line 57; Col. 14, Line 27; Col. 10, line 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim(s) 2-3, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

* 

over Ashley Patent No.: (US 6,909,992 B2) as applied to claim 1 and 6 respectively 
above, and further in view of Zintel et al. Patent No. ( US 7,1 30,895 B2). 

Ashley teaches all of the claimed limitation and further teaches a computer 
system that has various types of computing devices including servers, storage systems, 
switches, routers, processor and memory for configuration logic to set the lifetime of a 
component (Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7; Col. 22, Line 35) and further 
teaches the communication between system configuration data and the configuration 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/732,982 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2146 

server (Col. 12, line 56) but does not teach specifics of what part or component of the 
systeiji is monitored and configured neither the java instructions configuration used for 
communications. However, Zintel et al teaches the java scripts and other programming 
models including java classes to obey instructions for communications and further 
teaches the system being a printer, scanner, speakers and other devices might be 
implemented in. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Ashley by the teaching of Zintel et al 
Because to provide instructions or communicate with the server, one must have such 
java machine to perform communications. Also, if such system used in a printer it would 
indicate the major components including the toner, completed jobs, and error files. 

7. Claim(s) 23-27, 28-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ashley Patent No.: (US 6,909,992 B2) as applied to claim 1 and 6 respectively 
above, and further in view of Grover et al. Patent No. (US 7,155,497 B2). 

Ashley teaches all of the claimed limitation and further teaches a computer 
system that has various types of computing devices including servers, storage systems, 
switches, routers, processor and memory for configuration logic to set the lifetime of a 
component (Col. 3, Line 52; Col. 4, Line 23; Col. 7, Line 7) further teaches an alert 
identifier and a configuration logic to automatically generate an alert for component 
replacement in various types email message (Col. 2, line 19; Col. 24, Line 34; Col. 24, 
Line 37) and an application server to provide services to easily maintain user state 
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information (Col. 10, Line 20) also teaches an automatic configuration choice to a user 
(Col. 21 , Line 35) Ashley further teaches displaying the data entries on the display and 
information being displayed on a field form in respond to the data entry selection signal 
(FIG. j5) but does not teach the essentials of running the system on startup and 
accessing servers to receive signals and negotiating a level of configuration service for 
the printer also does not teach on what data is contained on field number.. However, 
Grover et al. teaches the configuration package start running as soon as the processor 
powered up or at any convenient time then signals servers to perform requests. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Ashley by the teaching of Grover et al 
Because to configuration of device always initiated on startup and set logic to run 
configuration based on a set time frame. Fields order is just a display and it does not 
matter what the field contains as long as it displays the information. Also, a processor 
would connect to all devices connected to it and perform the correct operations set forth 
to components connected. 

Claims 11-16, 19, 22 are related to the same limitation set for hereinabove, 
where the difference used is the phrase 'ASIC" in claim 11 and 'system' in claims 19 
and 21 whereas the wordings of the claims were interchanged within the claim itself and 
this change does NOT effect the limitation of the above treated claims. The citations 
from the prior art has been inserted where's necessary. Refer to secondary references 
for further details. The claim's limitations seemed to be repeated in many claims 
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throughout the application. Even in the above treated claims many of the statements 
were just repeated from previously written claim(s) within the application such as claim 
12 where the first part of the claim were introduced in claim 1 and the second part were 
interdicted in clam 5. Even though claims 11-16, 19, 22 have been differently written 
from the above treated claims, yet the limitations did NOT change. As mentioned, claim 
11 is the same as claim 1, claim 12 is the same as claim 5, claim 13 is the same as 
claim 6, claim 14 is the same as claim 7, claim 15 is the same as claim 8, claim 16 is 
the same as claim 9, claim 19 is the same as claim 3, claim 22 is the same as claim 12, 
again there is no difference in limitations between claims 11-16, 19, 22 and the above 
treated claims. 

Conclusion 

The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is cited to establish the 
level of skill in the applicant's art and those arts considered reasonably pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See MPEP 707.05(c). 

The following are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor: 

- US-200301 56874 

* The examiner requests, in response to this Office action, support should be 
shown for language added to any original claims on amendment and any new claims. 
That is, indicate support for newly added claim language by specifically pointing to 
page(s) and line(s) in the specification and/or drawing figure(s). This will assist the 
examiner in prosecuting the application. 
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When responding to this office action, Applicant is advised to clearly point out the 
patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present, in view of the state of the 
art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He or she must also show 
how the amendments avoid such references or objections See 37 CFR 1.111(c). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdelnabi O. Musa whose telephone number is 571- 
2701901. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday Thru Friday: 7:30am to 
5:00pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Pwu can be reached on 571-2726798. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



A.M 



JEFFREY PWU 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




